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COMMENTS AND RESPONSE 

In view of the comments below, Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner 
reconsider the present application including rejected claims, as amended, and withdraw the claim 
objections and rejections. 

Abstract 

The Examiner has objected to the abstract of the disclosure because of a couple of clerical 
errors. In particular, the Examiner noted that the term "in a" was repeated on line 1, and the terra 
"the main correlating circuit" should read **the correlated signal" 

By this response, Applicant has made the corrections suggested by the Examiner. 
Applicant therefore requests that the Examiner withdraw the objection to the abstract. 

Specification 

The Examiner has objected to the disclosure because of a number of informalities. By this 
response, Applicant has made the corrections requested by the Examiner. 

On page 4, line 2, the term "antennae" has been replaced with "antenna." 

On page 8, line 18, the term "THis" has been replaced with "this." 

One page 35, line 17, the term "Fig. 4" has been replaced with "Fig. 4B." 

On page 35, lines 18-19, the phrase "so that one can integrate th, one can hold the most 
recent integration to allow it to be output, and one can be dumping (or resetting) the second most 
recent input value" has been replaced with the phrase "so that one can integrate the current main 
signal, one can hold the most recent integration to allow it to be output, and one can be dumping 
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(or resetting) the second most recent input value." This amendment makes it clear what is meant 
by this paragraph and brings the specification in conformance with the drawings (e.g., FIG. 7). 

No new matter has been added by these changes to the specification. 

Based on these amendments, Applicant submits that all of the informalities in the 
specification have been corrected. Applicant therefore respectfully requests that the objection to 
the specification be withdrawn. 

Claim Objections 

The Examiner has objected to the claims because of a number of informalities. Applicant 
offers the following comments regarding the objected to claims. 

Applicant has amended claim 1, line 4 to change "wavelets** to '"wavelets, respectively." 

Applicant has amended claim I, line 12 to change '"main correlating circuit" to "main 
correlated signal." 

Applicant has amended claim 8, line 2, to change "path integrator" to "path integrating 
circuit." 

Applicant has amended claim 8, line 9 to change "the main path analog-to-digital 
converter" to "amain path analog-to-digital converter," 

Applicant has amended claim 9, line 2, to insert the term "locally generated" before 
"main wavelets." 

Applicant has amended claim 10, line 4 5 to change 'Svavelcts" to "wavelets, respectively." 
Applicant has amended claim 10, line 12, to change the tenn "error correlating circuit" to 
"error correlated signal" 
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Applicant has amended claim 15, line 3, to change the term "a digital bit value" to *the 
digital ercor-tracking signal 

With regard to claim 17, Applicant respectfully traverses the Examiner's assertion that it 
should depend from claim 14 rather than claim 15, so that the term "the error path integrator 
circuit" will have proper antecedent basis. Claim 15 depends from claim 14, and by depending 
from claim 15, claim 17 also incorporates the limits of claim 14. Claim 14 thus provides proper 
antecedent basis for the term "the error path integrator circuit." 

Applicant has amended claim 20, lines 2 and 5, to change "A" to "a." 

Applicant has amended claim 20, line 15, to change the term "error correlating circuit" to 
"error correlated signal." 

Applicant has amended claim 26, line 6, to change "wavelets" to "wavelets, 
respectively." 

Because these amendments are being made sol ely to correct clerical errors, and not in 
response to an art rejection, any narrowing amendments to the claims in the present response are 
not to be construed as a surrender of any subject matter between the original claims and the 
present claims; rather this is merely an attempt at providing one or more definitions of what the 
applicant believes to be suitable patent protection. The present claims provide the intended scope 
of protection that the applicant is seeking for this application. Therefore, no estoppel should be 
presumed, and the applicant's claims are intended to include a scope of protection under the 
Doctrine of Equivalents. 

Based on these amendments, Applicant respectfully submits that there are no longer any 
informalities in the claims. Applicant therefore respectfully requests that the Examiner withdraw 
the objection to the specification. 
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Rejections - 35 K£G § 112 

The Examiner has rejected claim 25 under 35 US.C § 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
allegedly indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which the applicant regards as the invention. 

In particular, the Examiner notes that claim 25 recites "the first through error 
wavelets" and "the first through error path wavelet forming networks," and that there is 
insufficient antecedent basis for both of these terms. 

By this response, Applicant has amended claim 25 to change the term "the first through 
error wavelets" to "the first through N th weighted error wavelets," and to change the term 
"the first through M th error path wavelet forming networks" to "the wavelet forming circuit." 
Both of these terms have proper antecedent basis in claim 20, from which claim 25 depends. 

Based on at least the reasons given above, Applicants submit that claim 25 is definite and 
meets all of the requirements of 35 U.S.C § 1 12, second paragraph. Applicants therefore 
respectfully request that the Examiner withdraw the rejection of claim 5 under 35 U.S.C § 112, 
second paragraph, as being allegedly indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which the applicant regards as the invention. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
The Examiner has indicated that claims 1-24 and 26-28 would be allowable if rewritten to 
overcome the objections set forth in the pending office action. Based on the above amendments 
and comments, Applicant submits that this is the case and respectfully requests that the Examiner 
indicate the allowability of these claims. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant respectfully submits that, as described above, the cited prior art does not show 
or suggest the combination of features recited in the claims. Applicant does not concede that the 
cited prior art shows any of the elements recited in the claims. However, applicant h as provided 
specific examples of elements in the claims that are clearly not present in the cited prior art. 

Applicant strongly emphasizes that one reviewing the prosecution history should not 
interpret any of the examples Applicant has described herein, in connection with distinguishing 
over the prior art as limiting to those specific features in isolation. Rather, for the sake of 
simplicity, Applicant has provided examples of why the claims described above are 
distinguishable over the cited prior art. 
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In view of the foregoing, Applicant submi ts that this application is in condition for 
allowance. A timely notice to that effect is respectfully requested. If questions relating to 
patentability remain, the Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned by telephone. 

Although it is not anticipated that any additional fees are due or payable, the 
Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any fees that may be required to Deposit Account 
No. 50-1147. 



Date: June 13, 2007 

Brian C Altmiller 

12040 South Lakes Drive, Suite 1 01 

Reston, VA 20191 

Phone (703) 707-9110 

Fax (703) 707-9112 

Customer No. 23400 



Respectfully Submitted, 




Brian C. Altmiller 
Reg. No. 37,271 
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